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A public hearing of the Jefferson Proving G ound
Restorati on Advisory Board neeting was held at the South
Ri pley Elementary School, Versailles, INat 7:00 P.M on
Novenber 6, 2002.

OPENI NG STATEMENTS BY MR PAUL CLOUD:

kay. Good evening. 1'd like to wel cone
everyone to the Jefferson Proving G ound Restoration
Advi sory Board neeting for Novenber 6th. W have a copy of
all the handouts/slides that you will see tonight. There's
a sign in sheet. | encourage you to sign in so that if
you're not on our mailing list or if your address has
changed we can keep our mailing list up to date to provide
addi tional information and notification of when other
nmeetings or information will be available. |1'm Paul C oud.
I work for the Arny. |I'mthe Environnental Coordinator for
the Proving G ound and the Arny's co-chair for the
Restoration Advisory Board. |'d |ike to wel cone everyone
here tonight and as we get on through the neeting if there
are any questions please feel free to ask whenever you want
or we have a comment/di scussion period at the end. Those

are all the welcom ng introductory coments | have.
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Richard HIl, the community co-chair, he's in the audi ence.
Ri chard, do you have any wel com ng conments or

i ntroduction?

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Thank you Paul. [|'d like to say hi to
everyone here tonight and wel conme them And | don't have

any ot her conments right now.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

kay with that let's go to the next slide
whi ch shows our neeting agenda for this evening (show ng).
We have a di scussion on the property transfers and
Findings of Suitability to Transfer and then the - an
updat ed status on the term nation of the Depleted U anium
Li cense and points of contact. And again as you can see
there we have an open di scussion period and then any
closing remarks. Two (2) Findings of Suitability to
Transfer that we have for discussion tonight are the
Airfield Parcel and the Northeastern Parcel. The Airfield

Parcel, as | think everyone is aware, has been out around
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for comments nore than once. W' ve gone through that
entire process now. The docunent in its final formis
actually up being reviewed and it was sent up for that
Fi nal Revi ew and hopeful concurrence of signature in
August. One (1) of the things that have del ayed t hat
signature review, as you nmay notice on your handouts and on
the projection here, we have a new tenplate and | ogo.
There has been a reorganization within the Arny on
facilities, logistics, real estate managenent and
environnental. And that has inpacted a nunber of things.
Needl ess to say it has also inpacted the review schedul e
on this Airfield FOST. It is ny hope based on
conversations |I've had this week that a final determ nation
on whether or not that docunent is satisfactory will be
made this week or next. And as soon as | know | w |l make
sure that Richard knows and we will nail out copies of the
Final FOST assuming it's signed to all the RAB nenbers.
And if not then we have to do some additional work and then
we'll identify that and go fromthere. Just to rem nd you
this shows you the outline of the Airfield Parcel. It's
about seven hundred and thirty (730), seven hundred and

fifty (750) acres. The next parcel we have is the
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Nort heastern Area Parcel about four hundred and sixty-five
(465) acres. It has thirty-nine (39) buildings. W've
gone through a process of ah sone analysis of the residual
soil potential for contam nation due to the UXO O earance
inthis area. W put the Draft FOST out at the August 14th
RAB neeting. Have in fact received comments fromthe
State, the Indiana Departnent of Environnmental Managenent,
the Environnental Protection Agency Region Five and the
Community. | amcurrently working on responses to those
comments. The estimated date is Decenber. That nay in
fact slip until early next year based on just the holiday
period and the fact that things tend to sl ow down towards
the end of the year. But as soon as we do have that it
will be put out for either concurrence or identification
about standing issues and there will be a tinme franme of
probably at |least two (2) weeks or nore to see that plus
there will be responses to all of the coments fromthe
organi zations/entities that we have received those comments
fromwith a revised docunent. And there will be sone
changes to the docunent. | can say that with certainty

ri ght now.
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
What ki nd of changes?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Still working on it.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Some of themare clarifications. Sone of
t hem are expansi ons and provi ding nore detail ed

i nformati on.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Ah this shows the parcel. There was one
(1) comment that was nmade that we've received. |'mnot

sure whether or not this will find its way into the FOST or
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not but this provides sonme information regarding the

| ocation of the area that was identified within the parcel
that had a potential for unexploded ordnance. So this is
some additional information that we felt would be
appropriate to provide. Now whether or not, again as | say
whet her or not this is put in the FOST or not we haven't
decided yet. But it felt - we felt it necessary to at

| east identify that area where the UXO potential had been

and where the cl earance action was perforned.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Paul excuse me. Go back to the map.
MR PAUL CLOUD:

Sur e. Yes ma' anf?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Those nunbers, are those buil ding nunbers?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The real tiny ones?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
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Yes.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes they are buil di ng nunbers.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
And in the FOST in one (1) of the
encl osures all the building nunbers are identified
specifically and they show t he square footage and what the

pri or usage had been when the Proving G ound was active.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Ckay.

VMR PAUL CLOUD:
Now there is - | think it is enclosure two

(2) or three (3) to the FOST

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Un- huh (yes).

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
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Does that answer your question?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Yes.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Ckay.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

| have a question.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes ma' anf?

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
Are any buildings in that area currently

bei ng used?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
It's - Ken you night be able to answer that
question nmore. | think M. Ford - this areais - this area

is part of the Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance to the
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Ford Lunber and Buil ding Supply Conpany. | think some of

the former ammunition igloos, which are in this area in the
| oop right there, | think he's | eased out a couple of those
for storage. But |I'mnot sure whether or not there are any

ot her buil di ngs being used right now by M. Ford or not.

MR, KEN KNOUF:
No.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Just the igloos for storage?

MR KEN KNOUF:
The others - yes. A couple of the igloos

for storage.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It's ny understanding that there are sone
problems with just routine storage in those igloos because
of the high humdity. It tends to grow nold. But |I know

that some peopl e have you know st ored excess you know

10
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househol d goods or things that they nust put sonepl ace

ot her than their basenent and their garage in some of those
igloos. But that's the only thing I know of. Any other
guestions? Next topic | would Iike to bring you up to date
on is the termnation of the Depleted Uranium License. The
Arny provided the Revised Term nation Plan and

Envi ronnmental Reports to the Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion
the end of June this year. The docunents have been posted
on the JPG website. W did in fact send copies of all -
both the docunents to the entire JPG nmailing list which
nunbers in excess of two hundred (200). The NRC started
their review of the docunents. They essentially had, as I
understand it, ninety (90) days. As you see - as you wll
see on the next two (2) slides after this one (1) is their
expanded tine scale for this that they have asked us to
continue to provide for infornmation to the community. Just
last nonth in a letter dated 1 Cctober, the NRC provided
formal notification that the docunents had in fact passed
Accept ance Revi ew and that they were now conmencing their
nore detail ed Technical Review. So we have in fact
answered the questions that they posed | ast year that

caused themto reject the plan and now t hey have passed the

11
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Acceptance Review criteria and they are comencing their

detai |l ed Techni cal Revi ew.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Paul ?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
What sort of docunents do you anticipate

that they m ght ask for now?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

The only thing that they have asked for to
date were copi es of a nunmber of the references within
either the Environnental Report or the Deconm ssioning
Plan. That is the only thing they have asked for to date.

I have no experience as to what they may ask for in the
future. W'Il just have to wait and see. But all they
have really asked for - | think the nost major thing they

asked for was copies of the Renedial |nvestigation south of

12
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the firing line. | think they were |ooking at that, and
this is ny personal inpression, as kind of a generic
general feel for sonme of the geol ogical and ground water
and ot her environmental situations present but further
south on the Proving G ound. W did in fact provide all of

that to them

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
In other words there's evidence that there

m ght be carse there or that there m ght be sone other --

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| don't know. They just asked for the
information. It was referenced. They had a right to ask
for it since we referenced it and used it in both the
docunments so we provided it to them Wat their rationale

and reasoning we didn't get into that.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

13



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

What was interesting though when they nade
the first request is they wanted a hard copy of everything.
And | asked them how big is your desk in your office
because as you know the Rl is multiple volumes. And we
were able to give thema lot of the stuff in electronic
formso that probably decreased the storage space. But

they did get a lot of hard copy stuff too.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Can you send nme a digital formof all that

stuff since you' ve got it?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
| think you have the digital form of

ever yt hi ng.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

| don't think | have a CD romof it all

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Vell if you don't then R chard shoul d have.

14
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Rl CHARD HI LL:
| don't.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

Do you have a CD romof all the docunents?
Rl CHARD HI LL

The Final R

PAUL CLOUD:
That's in digital.

RI CHARD HI LL:
That's things that are on the CD rom

DI ANE HENSHEL:

Yeah | don't think everything is on it.

PAUL CLQOUD:

I'l'l check and see. 'l check and see.

Rl CHARD HI LL

There's one (1) of these that is not all on

15
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t here.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Yeah. | don't think it's all on there.

VR, PAUL CLOUD:

"Il see what - I'I|l see what it is and
we'll see what we can get you. | know that the NRC did get
consi derabl e bul k vol unme paper material al so besides you
know what they got electronically. | think nost of the

electronic stuff was the nost recent ah material .

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
It would al so be nice because periodically
| try to look through the site trying to find sone of the
back docunents that are referred to and | keep hopi ng that

nore of themare going to be put on the site.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Actually the contractor, SAIC, has been
tasked and the contractor awarded and they are working on

converting the Administrative Record into an el ectronic

16
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form

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

That will be nice.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

That will be posted on the website.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
I ncluding all the phases of the R sk

Assessments and stuff?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Everything that's in the Adm n Record.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Oh that woul d be ni ce.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
We're tal king hundreds of thousands of

pages.

17
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M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Yeah | know.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:

| believe it.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
Yeah | know. But that's not the point. But
every now and then when you're trying to find something it
woul d be so much nicer to search through it and do it that

way.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

They canme up to Aberdeen a couple of weeks
ago and showed nme a preview of what they were working on.
And they've tried to keep individual files and stuff to a
snmaller size in the one (1) to two (2) negabyte size just
in case you' ve got a slow dial up nodemthat you won't be
there forever. But there's going to be a lot of material.

And they're talking one (1) to two (2) gigabytes of space

right now and it's going to grow.

18
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
That' s okay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
| don't have any problemw th it. Does

t hat answer your question?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Yeah that woul d be hel pful.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Vell we're working on it. This - let's get
to this slide and the next one (1) is just a reprint of the
schedul e that the NRC provided to us earlier this year that
we have showed at the |ast couple of RAB neetings. There
have been no changes to this other than you can see now
where they have actually conducted what | woul d consider -
conpleted the first two (2) steps which is the Revised
Deconmi ssi oni ng Pl an and Acceptance Review and the
Envi ronnment al Report Acceptance Review and that has been

done. So you can probably put a “C’ on those two (2) for

19
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conplete. And they're now into the Technical Review phase
and that will probably take quite a while. But that's
their schedule. |If you have any specific questions | would
strongly encourage you to get in touch with their point of
contact, Dr. Thomas Ml aughlin. He has a toll free nunber
and also E-nmail address. And there's his nuailing address
if you want to contact himfor any specific nore detailed

guestions or coments you m ght have.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
| do have a specific question that I'm

goi ng to ask anyway.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Go ahead.
MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Just to see. Do you know what the two (2)

phases of the Technical Review are?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
No | do not.

20
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:

What are the two (2) phases?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
No | do not.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
| haven't heard that before as far as | can

recall.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Tom and | nay have di scussed that back in
January- February when he first gave the schedule to ne but
if he did it escapes me now. | was nore concerned in
maki ng sure that the Arny got the docunents to them when we
said which was the end of June and that they woul d accept
themwhich ultimately they have. But no | don't know what
the differences are between the two (2). It may be that it
goes fromone (1) office to another within their

organi zation for you know specifics but | really don't

know. | nean | could be close or |I could be conpletely
wrong you know. It mght be a benefit to give thema cal
21
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or send theman E-mail and just ask them

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

I will.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

D ane you had a question?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

| have a question for Karen.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
Go ahead.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:

And that is if NRC falls flat on the nmnetal
toxicity issues because they cone out on the site of - they
are approp - they address radioactivity only, does EPA - is
EPA now then allowed to step in? Wat happens
adm ni stratively or what can happen in terns of the various

regul atory over site to address this?

22
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M5. KAREN

it's not clear.

M5. DI ANE

- because we're

M5. KAREN

hazar dous waste

waste. Then we

M5. DI ANE

MASON- SM TH:
We shoul d probably be able to. But again

I think we've gone through this before.

HENSHEL :
Yeah but 1'mjust sort of wondering whether

a step closer so | had to bring it up

MASON- SM TH:
Right. | nmean if it's a- if it's a
- you said netal? That's a hazardous

woul d be - you know - -

HENSHEL :
So at that point - so once NRC has dropped

the ball you can step in?

M5. KAREN

MASON- SM TH:

Probably but we would work with NRC because

you have to understand, you know | keep saying the sane

thing, NRC is the |ead.

M5. DI ANE

HENSHEL:

23
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Ri ght .

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Lead regul atory agency. So we woul d work
together. But if NRCis not addressing the - the
constituents, the chem cal constituents, you know we woul d
get involved and that woul d be a coordination. You know
mean t here woul d have to be sone sort of coordination so |
can't give you a straight answer. But | think I'm

answering the question.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ri ght.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

We woul d be invol ved.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
| guess what |'m wondering is where that
stepping in takes place? Wen | |ook at the Gantt Chart.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

24
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Un- huh (yes).
MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:

| - because | want this on record here.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Yeah and see | don't know. You know I'm
kind of like Paul with this. | have never gone through
this process but it's alittle - JPGis a little bit

different | think because it's not on the national priority

list.
MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ri ght.
M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Sol think I've said this before too in the
past --

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Just keeping this on the record.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

25



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

Right. W're still - | nean we woul d be
i nvol ved but again remenber that this is a non NPL site.
So you know - does that nmake sense?
M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Yeah sort of.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

The state - the | DEM woul d be i nvol ved
because they are the | ead ah regul atory agency for non NPL
sites. However EPA does have sone authority in concurring
or non-concurring on sanpling work plans. So you know

sonehow we would fit in there.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
Ckay. If we're now in the Phase One (1)
Techni cal Review step could the citizens request that the
NRC, | DEM and EPA get together with us to discuss this

i ssue?

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Yes you can. And | think that would be a

good i dea.

26
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
I woul d suggest that at least initially ah
that type of involvenent be nade to the NRC directly. It

is ny understanding --

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
You don't think it would be a letter to all

three (3) agencies?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| would - | would suggest or reconmend t hat
you send a letter to NRC and cc the State and the EPA It
is ny understanding that during the Techni cal Review that
the NRC will identify what they call coordinating agencies
and | think EPA and the State would fall under those
categories. But that's the NRC s determ nation. And that

during their Technical Review of not only the

27



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

Decomm ssi oning Plan but the Environnmental Report, there
woul d be a degree of coordination with whoever they
identify as cooperating/coordinating agencies. Again that
is the NRCs call. |If you have specific questions or want
to get clarification on that |I would strongly reconmend
that you call Dr. Ml aughlin and he should be able to
provi de that information.
M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

D ane to add one (1) nore thing to your

guestion or to try to answer it, if you go back and read

the NCP, the National Contingency Plan.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ri ght.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
There is - it is witten in there for NPL
or non NPL that EPA does have the authority to concur or
not concur - | mean have concurrence authority. So again

when we get involved at that stage we woul d be invol ved.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

28
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kay. But you know one (1) of the other
thing is we've been holding off but we're not in Techni cal
Review so it seens |ike nowis the tinme to bring up this

guesti on agai n.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Right. And pretty nuch - | haven't gone
through this before but ny understanding fromtalking to
let's see what's his nane, Dr. Mlaughlin, this would be

the stage when EPA, they would want us to get invol ved.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL
Ckay.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
So again they're the | ead regul atory
agency. We who would work with them | nean it's not
somet hing that EPA would just junp out there and do

t hensel ves.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

29
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MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
My understanding is that you know they're

expecting to - to conme to us for input.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
This mght facilitate it? Such a request

m ght facilitate that request?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Sure. | think that's fine.
V5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Ckay.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

| think it's great.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Any ot her comments or questions?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

Just as a point of case then | believe that

30
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the NRC is planning to conplete its Technical Review by
Cct ober of 2004. 1 don't know if you' ve nentioned that or

not .

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

No. In fact | was about to say that.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

So you don't have to count it out. That's
what we're | ooking at there. That seens |ike a long tine
to me but then as | go through it | can understand why it
would take a long tine. So | don't know if that's usual or
unusual . | really don't know.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

My understanding is that that two (2) years
is specific to the Decomm ssioning Plan. Now |I'm sure that
in parallel they will be doing simlar work on the

Envi ronment al Report.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

| agree.

31
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MR, PAUL CLOUD:

And that the NRC will al so be performng
their NEPA requirenments and ah an Environnental | npact
St at enent or whatever sub-set of that that they feel is
necessary. Again specifics would be best directed to them
as to what level they are anticipating. |It's ny
expectation based on what |'ve heard fromthemthat they
are anticipating an Environnental |npact Statenment and that
should run parallel with the Technical Review of both the
docunments. But again specifics would be best addressed to

t hem

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
So they started the Techni cal Review period
Oct ober 1st?
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Approxi mately yes. That's ny

under st andi ng.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
And in the EIS stage during this

devel opnent do you know if they are required to have a
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public neeting?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

My understanding is they will followthe
NEPA requirenents |ike anyone else and they will have
scopi ng neetings, public nmeetings. Ah not to put words in
their nouth but it is ny understanding that they intend to
hold nmul tiple public nmeetings because of the size of the
facility and the fact that it does enconpass three (3)
counties. Again specifics would be best directed to Dr.
Mcl aughlin and if he can't answer |'msure he could refer
to one (1) of their environmental people. But that's ny
under standi ng. Now that may have changed since we haven't
tal ked about it in considerable tinme. But the last tinme we
did tal k about that process, their process, that was what |
came away with. Wien they commenced that step which woul d
be after the Adm nistrative or Acceptance Review and they
got into the EIS that they would be holding multiple public
nmeeti ngs and scopi ng neetings and things of that nature
which is a standard NEPA process. Questions? Coments?

You have that | ook Ri chard.
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
It's okay. Just go on. |'mthinking but

go ahead.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

kay. Again this slide hasn't changed and
it does indicate that the NRCis anticipating to hold
public neetings dates, tinmes, places you know under their
determnation. |1'msure they will notify everyone. They
have been given a copy of the JPGmailing |ist so they know
all of the people that |I typically send things out for the
Arny. They probably have augnmented that but if you want to
ask questions on that again you would have to ask - you
know contact themdirectly. And here in this first sub-
bul | et re-enphasizes what Richard said. The anticipated
conpl etion date for the Technical Review is Cctober of
2004. And that was in a notification fromthe NRC to Save
the Valley and the Army. This is just a blown up version
probably a little nore easily legible, readable for the
NRC s point of contact information, the mailing address,
the person Dr. Thomas Ml aughlin, his phone nunber, his

toll free toll phone nunber and his E-mail address. Again
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if you have any questions of whatever nature | would highly
encourage you to contact Dr. Ml aughlin and get his

f eedback.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:

And on that note | would urge anyone who is
interested in continuation of the nonitoring and things
like that to get ahold of Dr. Mlaughlin. He's a very easy
person to talk to. And he's a good listener. And | just

wanted to point that out.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Thank you Richard. Currently this is stil
the Arny's point of contact, M. Joyce Kuykendall. She's
our Radiation Safety Oficer. And this is her phone
nunber. She also has a toll free phone nunber you can cal
w th her extension, her fax nunber, E-mail address that we
have set up specific for the DU deconmm ssioni ng and her
regular mail address. She is currently the Radiation
Safety Oficer. Because of the re-organization | nentioned
earlier it's unclear as to what her future involvenent wll

be but until I'mnotified otherwise she is the point of
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contact for this issue.

MR KEN KNOUF:
Paul do you have any feelings for whether
that responsibility will be shifted to say sonebody at Ft.

Knox?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

| have no i dea.

MR, KEN KNOUF:

No feeling whatsoever?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

| have no idea. Personally |I would find
that at least initially confusing and conplicating.
Doabl e, certainly. But it mght conplicate issues for a
period of time. Anyone who woul d be assigned the duties
that Joyce has had for the last three (3) years would take
a consi derabl e anount of tine to read through the materi al
and conme out to the facility, get the tour and wade through

everything and to be brought up to speed as to the
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specifics and the details of this particular Iicense,

proposed |icense termination. As | said it could be done.
I would recormend against it. No one has proposed

anyt hing of that nature currently but it is possible that

she m ght be replaced. |[|'ve heard a couple of potentials

but nothing of any specific nature yet.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And is this - are they going to change the

website? |'mjust thinking about my |inks.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

What website? The Jefferson website?

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

I n what way?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
VWl | because if it's not SBCCOM anynore.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
My - the short answer right now in the near

future i s no.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
G eat.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
The website will stay on the SBCCOM server.
If it gets changed we will insure that any links are still

functi onal .

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

For a long tine to cone.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
But right now there has been no indication

that it will not stay on that server.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

As | saidif the Adm n - when the Adm n

Record gets added we're going to have a | ot nore space

that's being used and no one has said they have a problem

with that.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
General comrents, questions?

been pretty quiet. |'msurprised.

M5. JAM E DeW TT:

| don't normally say nuch.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
vell --

M5. JAM E DeW TT:

Jam e you' ve

I"mjust listening and taking it all in.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
Sonetinmes you do. Mdst of the tinme you

don't. Kevi n?

MR KEVI N HERRON:
Paul would you |ike to give an update on
the RI status, the RI and then where we go fromhere into

the FS and what the FS actually is?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Thank you.

MR. KEVI N HERRON:
Soit's identified in this.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Yes | would. | was hoping you woul d ask
that question. The Final R cane out in Septenber of this
year. W are in the Arnmy currently working on the
Feasibility Study. Now the Feasibility Study is the next

step or the next docunent in the CERCLA or the process that
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is being used to eval uate potential options for how the
sites that are going forward for cleanup will be addressed.
Whet her or not there will be treatnment, what types of
treatment are anal yzed and eval uated from a nunber of
different prospectives. And that's all specified as Karen
identified in the NCP. There are nine (9) criteria that
you have to evaluate as far as feasibility and cost and
impact. And there's a whol e nunber of things. And they
are discussed in the Feasibility Study and they are al so
identified in the Feasibility Study. W in the Arny are
currently looking at the internal Draft Review of that
docurment. | spent about two (2) hours on the phone this
nmorning with the Corps of Engineers and Montgonery Watson
who is our contractor |ooking at that first draft. As a
result of that we've identified a nunber of things that
need to be worked on still. | don't currently have an iron
cl ad schedul e as to when the docunent wll be put out for
public and regulatory review. |'m hopeful that it wll
come up before the end of the year. | think at sone

previ ous electronic nail nessages you may have seen
indications to that effect but based on the coments and

the conversations we had today and the fact that we are
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getting towards the end of the year and people are going to
be taking off it may inpact us to the point where it nay
not come out for public review until next year sonetine,
hopefully no later than January but | will not know that

until we're a little further down the path. Karen?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Paul do you have any future FOSTs that

you're expecting to submt in 2003?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

"' m hopeful there wll be.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The specific one would be the three hundred

(300) acre parcel on the west side of the Airfield. As you
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know we have the Northeastern Parcel that has been out for
review. W've gotten comments and |'mworking on that. |
expect that either in Decenber or January the revised
docurment and the response to comments woul d come out on
that. But as far as brand new ones the only one (1) I'm

expecting next year right now would be on the three hundred

(300) acre parcel. There are a nunber of things that have
to occur before that FOST would conme out. 1'Il give you
those details now. | should have back in nmy office when

get back the draft copy of the UXO O earance Report for
that area which as you know t hat work has been conpl et ed,
field work has been conpleted. That report has to be final
and we have to have a signed Statenent of C earance that
the Arny accepts for that parcel. That is one (1) thing
that has to happen before the FOST for that parcel cones
out. The second thing that has to come out is that we have
tasked the Louisville Corps of Engineers with doing a
wet | ands delineation for that parcel along with a nunber of
ot her parcels that they didn't have access to because of
UXO potential. And they have done that. | have seen the
Draft Report for this the hundred (300) acre parcel but |

have not gotten a final letter certifying those results
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yet. So that's another thing we need to have done. And
then lastly what | need is the Final Report that we wll
get fromthe U S. Fish and Wldlife Service. W tasked
them and paid themto go out and do a revi sed endanger ed
species critical habitat survey for those areas south of
the firing line that they had not had access to because of
the potential for UXOin those areas previously. As you
are probably all aware the approxi mate twenty-two hundred
(2200) acres that the Arny identified as having a potenti al
for UXO south of the firing |ine have all been cl eared now.
So as a result of that we felt it prudent to have the
wet | ands del i neati on done in those areas where no one had
access before and to have the Fish and Wldlife Service
update their 1996 | etter on endangered species and habitat
in those areas. So that's the third thing we need. Once |
have all three (3) of those things and the Arny has as
clear a picture as they can on what potential reuse
restrictions on that parcel would be, it is our intent to
present that information to M. Ford and the Jefferson
County conmm ssioners and offer themone (1) I ast
opportunity to see if they can conme to a nutually agreeabl e

resolution as to who woul d get the property and under the
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Arny's reuse restrictions be able to reuse it. The details
and the specifics as to the total reuse restrictions have
not been identified yet because | don't have those
docurents in final formand we haven't internally in the
Arny discussed any other things that we feel m ght be
reasonable to apply to that parcel. But once we've done
that, and | expect that will probably happen sonetine early
next year, then | would nmake that request. Now |l may - if
they hold the neeting | may or may not attend. You know
that would be at their discretion whether they even want to
neet, whether they would want nme to be there or not as the
Base Transition Coordinator or not. But it's - it's
i nportant that they at |east have that opportunity to take
one (1) last look at it based on what the Arny feels is
going to be the mnimumreuse restrictions on that parcel.
Then they will either cone back to us and say we agree
with this, although it wouldn't be binding on the Arny, |
think it would go a long way in hel ping the Arny make t hat
decision if they could cone to a nutual agreenent. And if
they don't then it would be ny expectation that | would be
tasked as the conbi nation Environnental Coordinator and

Base Transition Coordinator to provide an analysis of their
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i ndi vi dual requests and to make a recommendati on and then
that would go up to the Pentagon and the ultinmate decision
authority as ny - as | understand it would be the Deputy
Assi stant Secretary of the Environment for the Arny.
That's M. Ray Fatz. That's ny understanding. Now it may
be soneone else but | don't think it would be at any | ower
level. It could be. It could be the Comrandi ng General
for the Installation Managenent, the ACSIM the Assistant
Chief of Staff for Installation Managenent. That's a
gentl eman by the nanme of Mijor General Lust, L-u-s-t. |
don't know when that decision will be nade but | expect it
will be nade in the Pentagon by at |east one (1) of those

two (2) individuals.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
So do you have a - | know you don't know
but do you have a tentative date for the three hundred and

forty-three (343) acres, the wooded parcel ?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
I woul d expect that assum ng we get the

three (3) docunents in final formand identify any other
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reuse restrictions on that parcel that probably early next
year we would |l ook at trying to get the county and M. Ford
toget her, that probably by the end of the first quarter of
2003 that woul d hopefully be done and that by the end of
the second quarter about the end of May, sonetine in June
possi bly, that there would be a recomrendati on sent up to

t he Pentagon for themto consider and to nmake a decision
on. But that's all tentative right now But that's a

bal | park estimate. But that's nmy estimate.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
May, 2003 or --

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Approximately. | nmean what's ironic is |
just had that sane exact question asked by a gentl enan t hat
works in the DA BRAC office in the Pentagon yesterday.
Because he wanted to know al so what the status was and what
needed to be done. And | basically told himwell we need
the UXO C earance Report and the Statenment of C earance
done. W need the endangered species critical habitat

survey results done and any inpact that that m ght have.
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We al so need the wetl ands survey conpleted. And then

need to set down with the county and M. Ford or have them
sit down if they want or tell me that they can't or have
reached some nutual agreenent and present that. And then
do an anal ysis and recommendati on and proceed on. So |

gave himthe exact sane thing | just gave you yesterday.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Can you - can you tell us what his concerns

wer e?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| think it's scheduling just like Karen's
interest | think is just what did | estimte the cal endar
schedule formwas? There wasn't any other indication of

speci fic concern or interest.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL
Ckay.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

When you - you stated that you have to
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conpl ete a UXO C earance Report. | know you have to do a
St at enent of C earance. Wen you say a C earance Report
what is that exactly? Is that - are you doing also a

residual soil sanpling there?

VR, PAUL CLOUD:

That will - that will be part of it. Once
we know that the - the Cl earance Report is the report from
the contractor that did the actual field work on the UXO
Clearance. And it's usually nultiple volunes and the
vol unes are usually three (3) or four (4) inches thick and
it shows - docunments all their detailed field efforts, al
their sanpling, all their log notes, all that - all the
pi ctures, everything. And usually they are fairly
volum nous. | think the shortest one (1) we have is
probably two (2) or three (3) volumes and each volune is
three (3) to four (4) inches thick. Wat happens once that
report is final is that the Huntsville Corps of Engineers
provi des the one (1) page Statenent of C earance
referencing that report and maki ng the recomrendation as to
whet her or not there should be any excavation restrictions

on that parcel based specifically for the UXO O earance
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effort that was done there. They nake that recomendati on.
It comes to the Arny. The Arny reviews it. |f they agree
with that recommendation then they sign it and that's then
final. 1If they don't then it would go back and it woul d be
nodified as the Arny feels is necessary and then it would

be si gned.

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
I's that equivalent to the Final Renovable

Report that we received for the other UXO parcel s?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Wll it is and it's not. [It's usually
referenced in there but once - once the Final C earance
Report is done and the Statenent of C earance is perforned
then the Arny, knowi ng that they don't have to do anything
nore there, then | would go to the Corps of Engineers after
|'ve talked with you and Kevin about the residual soi
sanpling issue, we would identify the nunber of sanples
we're going to go take in that area and generally where and
t he net hods, the nethodol ogi es that we woul d use, which

think is pretty straight forward, and then the Corps woul d
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go out and take those sanples, have them anal yzed and we
woul d provide the results. And then if there are any
gquestions |like there have been in the past then we would go
t hrough that exercise to address, respond, resolve those
I ssues and then we would have that. And that would be the
|ast thing. As before | would not expect there to be an
i ssue there for a nunber of reasons. One (1) we haven't
had any in the past and two (2) specific to this area there
was not hing that was found that was of an expl osive nature.
They did find one (1) or two (2) things that they did
perforate but they didn't have explosives in them Now

there wasn't any --

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

But how nmuch scrap material did they have?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
| have not seen the draft yet so | don't -
| don't have a ballpark nunber. | would estimate though if
it's simlar to previous efforts it's probably several
t housand pounds but | haven't seen the report yet so |

don't know. And scrap could be as innocuous as Farner

51



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

Jones' plow or baling wire or sheet netal or it could be
inert ordnance too. |It's a conbination of everything.

Jani e?

M5. JAM E DeW TT:

I want to ask you a question since you've
put pressure on ne to ask a question and maybe Ken can
better answer this. How many peopl e have been visiting the
refuge and what types of activities have they been doi ng?

VR, PAUL CLOUD:

Ken has a better feel for that although the
really proper person to ask that, and there isn't anyone
here from Fish and Wldlife Service tonight. There's in
the mddle of the deer hunt so they're really over worked

ri ght now.

M5. JAME DeWTT:
At the refuge?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Yes. At the refuge. But Ken may have at

| east a feel for that. Ken do you want to answer - see
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what you can tell her?

MR. KEN KNOUF:

We're just about done with the bow hunting
whi ch occurred over the |last three (3) weeks and they were
probably averagi ng a good three hundred and fifty (350)
hunters a day. Bow harvest so far has been roughly two
hundred and twenty (220) deer which is pretty phenonenal

for the bow

M5. JAME DeW TT:

How big are the deer?

MR, KEN KNOUF:

Ah average size. No nonsters. Gun hunt
starts pretty soon and they're going to have - in fact this
weekend they're going to have four hundred (400) hunters on
Saturday and a whole different group of four hundred (400)
on Sunday. And they are - they're getting a |ot of these.

Fi shing was pretty good this year although I don't think

there were any days - we have a twenty (20) boat limt on
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what they allow on the lake. As far as | know there were

really very few days this summer where they had to turn
away people. It seens |ike supply and demand are pretty

much the sane at this point.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Are people comng in fromfar away?

MR, KEN KNOUF:
No.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
It's all local?
MR, KEN KNOUF:
Local. Regional. As far away as naybe
I ndi anapolis seenms to be about as far as the bow travel.

Deer hunting is different than that. People are crazy.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

They conme in from everywhere.

MR, KEN KNOUF:
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Thank God they do.

M5. JAME DeWTT:

Is it alottery?

MR KEN KNOUF:
Everything is a lottery.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So we get out of state - well

get Kentucky.

MR, KEN KNOUF:

Buckeyes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

of course we

Chio. Wiy wouldn't there be any deer hunts

in Chio? There would only be deer?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

They just |ike to come over here.

55



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

MR, Bl LL CORNI NG

Yeah cone over here to kill our deer.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And take them back with themtoo.

MR, KEN KNOUF:
Ri ght.

MR, BILL CORNI NG
Paul a couple of tines we found a coupl e of

bucks that had been killed with their heads cut off.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Oh you' re kidding? That's awful.

MR KEN KNOUF:
Are sonme of these fol ks aware that Big Oaks
is now a stand al one refuge? 1It's not conplex with

Muscat at uck?
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MR, PAUL CLOUD:

They may not be. Fish and WIdlife nade
the decision earlier this year that their formal - official
| guess you might call it association with Miscatatuck was
not in | guess their best interest. So Big Oaks now is as

Ken has identified stand al one. They have their own “on
site managenent” that they're directly responsible to and
they follow the same | guess reporting chain that
Muscat at uck does up to the local offices, up to the region
and then their headquarters. So they're - they don't have
supervi sion per se as | understand it at Muiscat atuck
anynore. |It's right at the Proving Gound. M amdid you

have a question?

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

| had a question about the use of the

wildlife refuge. |Is there - is it at all conpatible to
have sone sort of shooting range up there? | nean hunting
is adifferent matter. But ah I |ive down at the southern

end of the Proving G ound and we're dealing with ah a
busi ness that M. Ford has allowed in as a shooting range

that you know i npacts on our nei ghborhood trenendously.
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And he's tal ked to us about needing to nove it north but he

only controls up to the firing line.

MR, KEN KNOUF:
Ri ght .

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:

And he doesn't control that yet or he would
nmove it but | - | didn't - it doesn't seemto ne it's
conmpati ble use to put anything like that up in the fifty
t housand (50, 000) other acres you know what's desi gned as

wildlife.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
What - -

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

There is the old indoor range.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
That's a different issue. Because what

she's referring to i s skeet shooting.
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MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Skeet shooting yeah.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
If M. Ford were to nmake that request he
woul d have to first of all see if Fish and Wldlife Service
had any problens with that because that area north of the

firing line is a formal official national wildlife refuge.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Un- huh (yes).

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
And they would have to weigh in on that.
Shoul d they not have a problemw th that, and that's a
should, then M. Ford and the Fish and WIldlife Service
woul d have to come to the Arny because the Army still holds
title to the property. They are the ultinmate decision

maker in that issue.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
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Ri ght .
MR PAUL CLOUD:
And they would have to conme to us. Now I

woul d not expect that to occur.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
Right. Well the reason that they' re down
right on our back door is because that's the only part that

M. Ford is allowed to do it.

VMR PAUL CLOUD:
G ant ed.

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
As | understand it.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Well that's part of the reason. Also there
is not, as far as we are aware, any potential for

unexpl oded ordnance.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
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Ri ght .

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Once you go north of the firing |ine,
anywhere north of the firing line in theory has a potenti al

for UXO

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Whi ch woul d nean?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
And the Arny woul d probably not | ook very
favorably on that particular type of proposal. But until
it's made any formal or official response is obviously

premat ur e.

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

And personally |I'm doubtful that M. Ford
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woul d go - would go that route.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
And it isn't technically his business.
It's soneone he's allowng to use it.
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Vel|l he's leasing. He's allowing - it's

like a sub-lease. It's on his property.

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
And as | ong as he goes through what ever
| ocal requirenments apply to that then it's basically his
business. As long as it does not adversely inpact the Arny

property adjoining it then we don't get involved.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Ri ght. Because we were told that they are

not allowed to fire so that the shot |ands on our property.
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MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

| had a specific conversation with M. Ford

concerning that when | was nade aware of that.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
They're firing right towards our house.
I"mnot blamng the Arnmy at all you know. But you know

this is what we're dealing with from M. Ford.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

| under st and. Kevi n?

MR. KEVI N HERRON:
Utimately if he got the eight hundred
(800) acres over in the Southeast Parcel then sonething
i ke that could probably be noved over there and be ruch

safer to the public.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
That m ght be.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:
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Because of the trees and because of the way
that area is maybe even at the old nortar field that was

cleared out in that area.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

There is sonme potential there. |'m not
sure if there would be any restrictions that the Arnmy m ght
pl ace on activities in that parcel before it's ready to
transfer. Because that area has the open burn area and it
has Gator nine, Gator Z and two (2) or three (3) Rl sites
it's unclear right now when the Arny m ght propose that
parcel for transfer. Because as it stands right now there
woul d be significant doughnut holes that would have to be
cut out. And as | think you and Karen are well aware we
went through that exercise several years ago and | nmade a
prom se, not only to nyself but to you guys, that we would
try to avoid that whenever possible because it gets very
difficult to define boundary areas around environnental |y
contam nated areas. So M. Ford has not expressed a real
interest in getting that parcel right now unless it's
intact. So we'll have to address that when we get a little

cl oser.

64



© 00 N O o b~ w N P

N NN N N RBP RP R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O O N O O B WO N — O

MR KEVI N HERRON:
And have the residents gone before the

county conm ssioners on zoning issues?

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
Well we did and apparently it's zoned heavy
i ndustrial and as far as we can tell our only point of

contention is the noise |evel.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Probably right.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
But there's no specific prohibition for
this use although there's sone question as to whether or

not this is recreation or a business for shooting guns.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Vell | think you' ve - you've addressed and
identified the points of contact that you have to, i.e. M.
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Ford and the county and the zoning.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
And the zoning people that | spoke to just
this evening and they weren't aware. For one (1) thing
there is no zoning process for this particular use of the

area so we were unaware of it until it started.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
He's just using this stuff w thout getting

zoni ng.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Zoning is a specific issue that's

applicable to the property once it's transferred.

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

When it's federal property zoning does not
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apply.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Ri ght.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

And M. Ford and I have discussed that but
it is his obligation and responsibility once the property
is transferred and he is the Deed Title owner to obtain
what ever zoning, either variances or zoning identifications

that are required.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Right. But the only restriction the Arny
woul d pl ace on property would be related to excavati on and

that's where you' ve had UXGCs?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Vll in the hundred (100) acre sub-section
south of the housing |oop there is a four (4) foot

excavation restriction currently.
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M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Now we are eval uating whether or not we
think it's appropriate to lift that four (4) foot
excavation restriction because of the nature and extent of
what we found there. But currently as it stands there is a
four (4) foot excavation restriction for that hundred (100)

acre parcel south of the housing | oop.

MS5. ANNE ANDREASEN
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:
Bill?

MR, Bl LL CORN NG
Paul | don't want to speak for Fish and
Wldlife but when we were vol unteers at Miscat at uck, nmny
wife and I, one (1) day | showed up with a shotgun in the

back of the station wagon and | was rem nded that you don't
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take fire arnms on the refuge except during hunting season

and you nust have a permt to do it.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

That's not surprising.

MR, Bl LL CORNI NG

So | didn't get within shooting range.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Yeah and | don't particularly want themto.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Wll there is a - there is a docunent that
exists. It's called the Menorandum of Under standi ng t hat
created the Big Oaks National Wldlife Refuge or allowed it
to be created. And in there there is an enclosure that is
entitled the InterimUse Plan by the Fish and Wldlife
Servi ce.

V5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Ckay.
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MR, PAUL CLOUD:

In there it identifies any activities that
the Fish and Wldlife Service has proposed to the Arny.
Those have to be approved before they can occur. The only
change that has been made to that is that Ken nentioned
there's a twenty (20) boat limt on the lake. Initially it
was a smaller nunber. | think after the first year they
realized that they could safely increase that nunber and
decrease the amount of tines or intervals where they would
have people that got turned away because they had reached
that limt. So they came to us under the process of that
MOU, and requested a change to increase that nunber up to
twenty (20). The Arny reviewed it, found it acceptabl e and
agreed to that. It was signed and it is the only change
that has been made. Now if they want to do anything el se

there is that mechanismfor themto go through.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Ckay.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
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Any ot her comments or questions?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
|'ve got sone nore questions about the

three hundred (300) acres in the Western Parcel .

VMR PAUL CLOUD:
Go ahead.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
kay. Getting back for that just a nonent.
Ah this could play out gosh in a nunber of ways. But two
(2) things that could happen: one (1) would be that the
county could get it and they would not have to pay for it.
They get it through Public Benefit Conveyance is that

correct?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
That's my understanding. Yes. Correct.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Al right. Another possibility is that M.
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Ford would get it. He would have to pay for it because
it's not on the original agreenment for the rest of the

property south of the firing |ine?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

That is also correct to ny understandi ng.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

Ckay. How nuch do we have to pay for it?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Unknown. All | know is what woul d happen
is once we have - when | say we, when the Arny has
identified all of the reuse restrictions that could have an

adverse effect on a comercial value of the property.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Then the Corps of Engineers real estate

of fice would come in and do an appraisal. That figure is
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not rel easabl e. I wouldn't even know what it is.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

They woul d then have that and they would go
to M. Ford and say - they wouldn't even tell himbut they
woul d say this is what we're going to ask for it. Nowit
woul d probably be at | east what that appraisal is and it
woul d possibly be a little bit higher. | don't know I
don't even know how that process works. Al | know is they
do an apprai sal and they would ask for at |east that anmount

of noney.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ri ght.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
But the things that would affect that val ue

is the wetlands, the critical habitat endangered species
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reports, the UXO O earance and anything el se the Arny m ght

specify as a reuse restriction.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).
VR, PAUL CLOUD:

But once we have all of that the Corps
woul d do their real estate appraisal and then throw in
those factors also and then conme up with whatever nunber
and then they would notify M. Ford. That's assum ng that
M. Ford, the Arny decides to offer the property to M.
For d.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
I nmean if the Arnmy nakes the decision for
sonmeone el se there would be no reason to even go through

t hat exerci se.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
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I have an interesting point to nake about
that. Because we just had a piece of property appraised

across the railroad out there.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ri ght.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
There's seventy-three (73) acres and
basically very wet and they evaluated it at a thousand
dollars ($1,000) an area basically, seventy-two thousand
($72,000) dollars. And it's landlocked. It has no right

of access.

MR, KEN KNOUF:

Is there any tinber value init?

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
W' ve wal ked it wth a fell ow who used to
work for the Soil Conservation Departnent and knows ti nber

and he didn't see nuch of anything. And we wal ked with

soneone in the tinber business. He estimated ten ($10, 000)
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to fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) tops, which is

not hing for that particul ar acreage.

MR. Rl CHARD HI LL:
Not much.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Now I don't know if it's directly across
but it's right in that ball park.
MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

Cl ose.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN:
| could ook on a map and try to show you
but we were surprised that it was valued that high because
it's not devel opabl e essentially. They would all ow one (1)
house on seventy-three (73) acres because there i s not

adequate area for a septic.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Vel|l that's interesting. Do you know if
the Corps | ooked at tinber val ue?
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MR, PAUL CLOUD:
They have discussed that issue. They
actually did do a tinber valuation. Ken, how | ong ago was
that? That's one (1) of those things that you and | tal ked

about .

MR KEN KNOUF:
Fifteen (15) years ago.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR, KEN KNOUF:

Probably not real current.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Dependi ng on what reuse restrictions there
m ght be that may or may not be a rel evant issue.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
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Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| nean if the Arny feels that [inmted
tinbering is okay then we would either drag out that
previ ous report or have it updated as necessary. |f they
feel that that is not appropriate use then it's a noot

poi nt .

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Does the Arny want to push this faster or
does the Arny feel like sitting on this for a while?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
The three hundred (300) acres?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

I think they understood that there was no
specific high priority identified reuse for the area based
on the fact that one (1) had potential UXO contam nation,
two (2), potential for possible presence or proximty of
endangered species/critical habitat and third, the presence
of wetlands in that area. And because it was not part of
M. Ford's Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance and it was
of f towards the nore isolated area south of the firing had
it had low priority so it was done last. Al right?
Secondly we knew that there were conpeting interests in
that there was unknown, and it's still not known, whether
or not there will be an agreeable resolution to that
multiple request. Thirdly we need - we needed to do the
wet | ands survey and the endangered species critical
habitat. Because of all those things it was understood
that it was going to take tine. Now | have not been given

a mandate or direction fromanyone within my agency that

says you will have the stuff by this date. |'msure they

don't want it to drag out another five (5) years. | think

as | indicated to Karen when we get those two (2) reports
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and | can sit down or at |east offer, identify to the
county and M. Ford the reasons which is allowing themthis
| and opportunity sonetine the first quarter of next year
and then by the end of the second quarter have the results
of that neeting and ny anal ysis and reconmendation up to
them then they will be nore than satisfied. And probably
if that occurs at all, next year at all, it mght not, but
if it starts to dragging two (2) or three (3) years then
they are probably going to becone concerned. As you get
further in and you're going to get to the point where we
expect it to be done everything south of the firing line

i ncluding that three hundred (300) acres done by the tine

we get down there south of the firing |ine.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Are you expecting to be done by 20057

MR PAUL CLOUD:
The environnmental restoration, yes. W
expect that it will probably take us approxi mately anot her
year after the Final Environnmental cleanup is done before

all the properties south of the firing line will be
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transferred. Right now our internal schedul e shows
environnental - what we call RIP RC, Renedy in Place,
Restorati on Conplete for the area south of the firing |ine
to be done by the end of the fiscal year 2005, Septenber
30, 2005. And then the property transfer will be conplete
by the end of the cal endar year 2006. Those are | think
reasonabl e right now. They m ght change a little bit but I
don't expect themto change nmuch. |t depends on how thi ngs
go. We might be able to cut sonme tine off on the
environnental. It just depends on what we do and the
degree with what we do and how it's done. That's one (1)
of those things that will be a little clearer once we get
in and have the Feasibility Study out and that's the final,
then we'll know what we have to go do and just to have to

go do it. Kevin do you have anot her coment?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

|'"ve got two (2) things.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Sur e.
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VMR KEVI N HERRON:
You attended the UXO conference down in

Fl ori da correct?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
Was there anything that cane out of that

that would - that you saw to be very interesting?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Specific to JPGnot a lot. And the reason
| say that is south of the firing line is done. The Arny
has made a very consci ous and public decision and it's not
changed that north of the firing line we're not going to
clean up the UXO. The current state of technol ogy, the
adverse affect it would have on the area, personal safety
issues it would inpose and the devastation and cost to the
envi ronnent and ecol ogy. So the answer to your question is
south of the firing line, no. North of the firing |Iine

currently | did not see anything. Next question.
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MR KEVI N HERRON:
When you use controls, institutiona
controls, howis that a problemor do you see that being a
problemw th the Army as far as on JPG concerning |ike the
ground wat er use, reuse, future nonitoring, continued

noni toring of the ground water?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
As Karen probably knows there is on-going

di al ogue with the Departnent of Defense and the
Envi ronnmental Protection Agency on that very specific issue
as to whether or not range controls will be placed upon
what is called Enforceabl e Bonds on the Records of
Deci sion. EPA has one (1) prospective on that and the
Depart nent of Defense has another. Currently should we
cone to an Environnental Record of Decision that would
address that issue, which we have not, we would have to
address it at that tinme based on what the current positions
of ny agency are and whether or not EPA and the State have
a problemor agree with that, we would have to adjust it at

that tinme. The only tinmes that we have addressed anyt hing
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of a Deed Restriction nature would be - has been when we
were identifying UXO excavation restrictions or identified
a parcel that is only good for industrial/comercial use
i ke sone of the stuff that was fornmerly - stuff that was
subsequently sold to the Indiana Departnent of
Transportation by M. Ford. Those were not transferred to
M. Ford. They were transferred as industrial/conmmercial.

And that is how they are bei ng used.

M5. KEVI N HERRON:
Vell it's ny understanding that the Ar
Force attorneys have gotten very creative in their
interpretation of the NCP and SuperFund law. So |I was just
wondering how that's kind of filtered out into the other

armed forces?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Wll there was a - there was a hope and an
expectation that the benchmark case that was being
di scussed between the Air Force and the Region and the EPA
down in Florida, and Karen I don't know if you know what

region that is, would have resolved that issue and all owed
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ot her agencies within the Departnent of Defense, the Navy,
the Arny, the Marine Corps, whatever, to follow that
decision. It's ny understanding that there has been no
agreenent on that particul ar phase and that right now they
are still being worked on. And there is no nutual
agreenent. Any other comments or questions? W have this
page, the identification of when our next RAB neeting is
going to be, the first week of February at Jenni ngs County
Public Library. And then this is the schedul e for next
year. | don't think you will see it's nuch different. W
have four (4) neetings. They're spread out between

Madi son- Jef ferson County Public Library and Jenni ngs County
Li brary and then Madi son again and then we will be back
here about the sanme tine next year. That's all | have for
the evening. |If there are any other comments or questions
we can entertain themnow. Again if you have not signed in
on the attendance sheet please do so. Take a copy of the
slides. |If you have any additional comments or questions
you can either call nme or you can call Ken Knouf, the site
manager out at the Proving G ound, the caretaker staff, and
then he will relay themto nme. That's all | have for

closing remarks. Richard, do you have anything you woul d
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li ke to add or sonet hi ng?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Thank you very nmuch. You can call ne at
vy Tech in Madison. | nmean that's where | usually amif

I"'mnot here. So that's about it. Thank you.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Thank you very nuch.

* * *x * %

CONCLUSI ON OF HEARI NG
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CE

RTI FI CATE
STATE OF | NDI ANA )

)

)

SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON

I, Sharon Shields, do hereby certify that I ama
Notary Public in and for the County of Jefferson, State of
I ndi ana, duly authorized and qualified to adm nister oaths;
That the foregoing public hearing was taken by nme in
shorthand and on a tape recorder on Novenber 6, 2002 in the
South Ripley Elenentary School, Versailles, IN, That this
public hearing was taken on behalf of the Jefferson Proving
Ground Restoration Advisory Board pursuant to agreenent for
taking at this tinme and place; That the testinony of the
Wi t nesses was reduced to typewiting by me and contains a
conpl ete and accurate transcript of the said testinony.

| further certify that pursuant to stipulation by and
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bet ween the respective parties, this testinony has been
transcri bed and submtted to the Jefferson Proving G ound
Rest orati on Advi sory Board.

W TNESS ny hand and notarial seal this __ day of
Novenber, 2002.

Sharon Shi el ds, Notary Public
Jefferson County, State of Indiana

My Commi ssi on Expires:
July 2, 2007
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